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July 9, 1992 
Geoffrey J. Butler 
Clerk of the Court 
Utah Supreme Court 
332 State Capitol 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 
Re: State v. Wood, Case No. 900194 
Dear Mr. Butler: 
I am writing pursuant to Rule 24 (j) of the Utah 
Rules of Appellate Procedure to advise the Court of a 
development related to the above-referenced appeal. 
Footnote 9 on page 18 of Appellee's Brief states 
in part, "However, the question of defendant's right to a 
9
reverse-Witherspoon inquiry' is presently before the U.S. 
Supreme Court in Morgan v. Illinois, No. 91-5118, argued on 
January 21, 1992." The United States Supreme Court has 
since issued its opinion in Morgan, holding that a capital 
murder defendant is entitled to such an inquiry. See Morgan 
v. Illinois, 51 Crim. L. Rep. (BNA) 2145 (June 15, 1992). 
Since Morgan merely brought federal precedent into 
line with the Utah position, this development has no bearing 
on the result in this case and is brought to your attention 
for informational purposes only. 
Yours^very truly, 
jm 
liWTftOr )ERIC VOROS, JR. \ \ \ V 
jistant Attorney Generai 
copy: G. Fred Metos, Attorney for Defendant/Appellant 
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